September 26, 2000

called MDR-TB, will emerge. It will
cost billions to control with no guar-
antee of success. Multidrug-resistant
TB has been identified on every con-
tinent. According to the World Health
Organization, MDR-TB ultimately
threatens to return TB control to the
pre-antibiotic era, which older people
in this country are familiar with,
where no cure for TB was available. In
the U.S., TB treatment, normally
about $2,000 per patient, skyrockets to
$200,000 to $250,000 per patient when
that patient is infected with MDR-TB,
and treatment then may not even be
successful.

The Prime Minister of India visited
the United States recently and spoke
in this Chamber. During his trip, he
and I discussed the growing threat of
tuberculosis and other infectious dis-
eases in South Asia. India has more TB
cases than anywhere else in the world.
Each day, 1,200 Indians die of tuber-
culosis. The disease has become a very
major barrier to social and economic
development, costing the Indian econ-
omy an estimated $2 billion a year. Mr.
Speaker, 300,000 children are forced to
leave school each year because their
parents have tuberculosis. More than
100,000 women with TB are rejected by
their families, due to the social stigma
attached to it.

A recent World Health Organization
study in India found that in areas
where effective tuberculosis treatment
was implemented, the TB death rate
fell 85 percent. India has undertaken an
aggressive campaign to control tuber-
culosis, and they need the world’s help.
TB experts estimate it will cost an ad-
ditional $1 billion each year worldwide
to control this disease. In the Foreign
Operations appropriations bill, inter-
national tuberculosis control efforts
have been allocated bipartisanly, $60
million towards that $1 billion world
effort. This is a significant improve-
ment from last year where TB control
received $35 million, and 3 years ago,
when there was no money provided to
TB at all.

Gro Bruntland, the general director
of the World Health Organization, said
tuberculosis is not a medical issue, it is
a political issue. Getting Americans
engaged in an international medical
issue like tuberculosis, even when ad-
dressing that issue serves our inter-
national humanitarian interests and
our domestic practical interests, is an
uphill battle. We have an opportunity
in this country and in this Chamber to
save millions of lives now and prevent
millions of needless deaths in the fu-
ture.

———
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I take
this time because today, we may have
40 minutes of a lot of to-do about noth-
ing, because there are those who be-
lieve that the sky is falling on the Vio-
lence Against Women’s Act. I want to
read into the RECORD a letter that I
sent to the Washington Post after one
of their articles.

DEAR EDITOR: It would be inaccurate for
your readers to conclude that the Committee
on Education and the Workforce is holding
up reauthorization of the Violence Against
Women Act. There are three committees
with jurisdiction; one of those is the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. We
have jurisdiction over several components of
VAWA, one of which we just reauthorized
last year, Runaway and Homeless Youth,
which was signed into law on October 12,
1999. There is no need to deal with a program
reauthorized that recently, since there has
hardly been enough time to determine if fur-
ther changes in the program are needed.

We also have jurisdiction over the Family
Violence Prevention and Services Act, an-
other component of VAWA, as well as the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act,
which my committee plans to reauthorize to-
gether next year, as we always have. This
tandem reauthorization has occurred ever
since 1988.

Mr. Speaker, we have grants that go
to battered women’s shelters and serv-
ices and the National Domestic Vio-
lence Hotline. I want to make it very
clear that we have had increases of 24
percent in the Battered Women’s Shel-
ters and Services, and we have had a 40
percent increase in the National Do-
mestic Violence Hotline as far as fund-
ing is concerned since 1998.

I was an original cosponsor of
FVPSA in 1984, and I have a long his-
tory of support for the programs. The
programs are already funded for next
year in the appropriation process as it
goes through the different Chambers,
well above the amount that they are
funded for this year. So again, these
programs will continue, these pro-
grams will continue at a higher ex-
penditure than they have in the past;
and, as I indicated, I am very proud
that we have had a 24 percent and a 40
percent increase in two of those pro-
grams since 1998.

The sky is not falling on the Violence
Against Women Act. The sky is even
going higher and clearer without the
necessity to do anything else at this
particular time.

————
CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, in June
this Congress approved the first sub-
stantive reform of our campaign fi-
nance laws since 1979. The bipartisan
vote for approval followed months of
discussion of the perverse impact on
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our democracy of clandestine political
organizations organized under section
527 of the Internal Revenue Code.

While this was a small victory among
many defeats on the campaign finance
reform front, it was nevertheless sig-
nificant. The path to progress, how-
ever, was a twisted path. Final ap-
proval followed repeated rejection of
bipartisan reform proposals in the
House Committee on Ways and Means.
Finally, after months of delay, the
House Republican leadership reversed
course and brought up a 527 bill for our
consideration here in the House, late at
night, with no amendments permitted
and very truncated debate.

During previous Committee on Ways
and Means consideration on this mat-
ter, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. CoyNE) and I had offered a more
comprehensive alternative. Unfortu-
nately, the provisions of this alter-
native were omitted from the final bill
during the belated scrambling for im-
mediate floor consideration. Now,
many State and local officials are pay-
ing the price for this mistake with un-
necessary time and effort in com-
pleting unnecessary filings here in
Washington that duplicate those they
were already making on the State
level.

Mr. Speaker, I have just introduced
legislation with a number of our col-
leagues to correct this error. This new
bill will address the concerns of the
State and local officials and organiza-
tions, it will apply the gift tax as an
added element of deterrence for undis-
closed contributions as we previously
proposed, and it will make other nec-
essary technical corrections of errors
that were committed in the course of
rushing the previous bill to the floor
late one night.

Mr. Speaker, while the problem of
having the State and local committees
make duplicative filings certainly did
not have a bipartisan origin, it does de-
mand a bipartisan solution. As with
the original 527 bill that I first pre-
sented in March, I seek support of both
Republican and Democratic colleagues
to correct what one group has called
‘‘the senseless duplication of efforts on
the part of many State and local” or-
ganizations forced to fill out forms and
send them to the Internal Revenue
Service, even if they have already
made substantially the same public
disclosure to State regulatory agen-
cies.

Mr. Speaker, this bill will provide an
exemption for those State and local
groups that are meeting substantially
the same public disclosure require-
ments as now apply to Federal 527 or-
ganizations. Simply, exempting the
committees without requiring them to
be ‘“‘substantially similar’ could create
an unwise loophole in the modest bill
that Congress has approved, but doing
it as we propose and as we proposed in
our previous legislation in the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means will reduce
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